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REGULAR MEETING 
BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Wednesday Evening, October 14th, 1959, 8:00 P.M. 
123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York 


PROGRAM OF MEETING 


1, Installation of newly elected officers. Hon. Walter Bruchhausen, 
Chief Judge of the United States District Court for the Eastern District 
of New York, will act as installing officer. 


2. Presentation of scroll of appreciation to Francis M. Verrilli, past 
president. 


3. The Committee on Judiciary, of which George C. Wildermuth, 
Esgq., is Chairman, will report on the candidates for judicial office at the 
November election. 


4. Honorable Meier Steinbrink will reminisce on his experiences as 
lawyer and judge; his topic will be “Legal Oddities and Humor.” 


5. Refreshments after the meeting. 


The newer members are cordially urged to attend and be introduced 
to and meet the other members of the Association. 
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COMING EVENTS 


MEETING OF THE SURROGATE’S SECTION 
Tuesday, October 20, 1959 at 8 P.M. 


Giapys M. Dorman, Chairman of the Surrogate’s Section, has an- 
nounced that the first meeting of the Section will be addressed by Doctor 
Samuel Parker, former Chief Psychiatrist at Kings County Hospital. He 
will speak on “Psychiatry and Decedents’ Estates”. Magistrate Maurice 
Matzkin, former Deputy Commissioner of Hospitals, will introduce Dr. 
Parker. 


Future meetings of the Section will be held on November 24, 1959, 
January 27, 1960, March 23, 1960, and May 25, 1960. Please keep these 
dates in mind and note them in your diary. 


Note: The November meeting of the Association will be held 
Thursday, November 12th, 1959, because of the holiday the day before. 


BROOKLYN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Founvep 1872—INcorPporaTeD 1889 


The Brooklyn Barrister, the official publication of the Brooklyn Bar 
Association, is issued eight times each year, October through May, for the 
owes of furnishing information to its members of the activities of the 

ssociation. 


Articles appearing in the Barrister should be considered as the views 
of the respective authors and do not necessarily carry the endorsement 
of the Association. 

Editorial Board 
Louis E. Scuwartz, Chief Editor 
Giapys M. DorMAN STANLEY KREUTZER 
Maxine DUBERSTEIN THEODORE PEARLE 
K. Frepericx Gross ALFRED enn ean 
Avucust Zo.tororore, Advertising Manager 


The Brooklyn Barrister is published monthly, October through May 
by the Brooklyn Bar Association. Subscription price is $1.50 per year. 
Place of publication is: Brooklyn Bar Association, 123 Remsen Street, 
Brooklyn 1, New York. Second-class postage paid at Brooklyn, New York. 
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The 


President's 


Page 


-by LYNN G. GOODNOUGH 





LAW AND ORDER MUST BE MAINTAINED 


The menace of juvenile delinquency to our City, State and Nation 
has reached such an explosive stage that strong corrective measures are 
finally being considered and undertaken by our public authorities. 
Although only a very small percentage of all teenagers are involved in 
the criminal activities reported in the daily press, the frequency and 
brutality of their crimes have created an emergency; and these conditions 
require emergency treatment. 

To meet this open defiance of civil authority, as in war, expense is 
secondary. The command of a famous American admiral, “Damn the 
torpedoes! Go ahead!” should be observed by our Governor, Mayor and 
legislative bodies, merely changing the word “torpedoes” to “expense”. 
Cost is important, but obedience to law and order is paramount. City 
and State can cooperate in raising the funds. 

Our applicable laws must be examined to determine their degree of 
adequacy. Do the presently established age brackets reasonably divide 
children from adults in their responsibility for crime? We know that 
justice delayed is justice denied, but until now, little has been done 
toward effectively remedying that situation here. The solution rests not 
only in fair and speedy trials, but also must include in criminal cases the 
prompt hearing and final determination of appeals. Much can be learned 
from the English system in the expeditious handling of trials and appeals. 

The Police Commissioner obviously needs a substantial increase in 
our embattled police force—beyond the number presently authorized, with 
full power to enforce the law. We must have protection in the use of 
our public streets and parks. The District Attorneys must have more 
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assistants if necessary. Enlarged detention facilities must be provided. 
Additional terms of our courts must be created if necessary to adequately 
and speedily cope with this problem. The legislature should give the 
matter most careful consideration. 

The Governor and the Mayor can be assured of the united support 
of lawyers and the public at large in the adoption of strong measures to 


control juvenile delinquency. 
* * 


Upon taking office on June first, I mailed a letter to all of our mem- 
bers asking for suggestions to improve our Association and its public 
relations and to increase our membership; and I proposed the formation 
of certain new committees, inviting members to volunteer for service. 
The response to my letter has been most encouraging and helpful, and we 
shall have four new committees comprised almost entirely of volunteer 
members. 


Particularly timely is the organization of our new Juvenile Delin- 
quency Committee under Judge Louis Lorence, Chairman, and Pearl 
Merrill, Vice-Chairman, with about 25 volunteer members. This com- 
mittee will bring vast legal and practical experience to bear upon its study 
of conditions and laws and in the making of recommendations. 

Our new Conference Cruise Committee, with Benjamin Raphael, 
Chairman, and Frank Verrilli, Vice Chairman, also with about 25 volun- 
teer members, is in close contact with similar committees of other Long 
Island bar associations and soon will have a progress report for our 
members. 

Our new Real Property Committee has James Glimm as Chairman 
and Samuel Bisgyer as Vice-Chairman, and will do constructive work in 
cooperation with the Real Property Section. 

Our new Speakers’ Bureau Committee, Edwin Tucker, Chairman, 
is allied closely with our Public Relations Committee, of which William 
Mattison is Chairman and Victor Condello, Vice-Chairman. These com- 
mittees have a large field for service. The Speakers’ Bureau Committee 
has held two meetings considering subjects best suited to bring the 
lawyers’ message to the public. I shall be glad to appoint additional 
volunteer members to that Committee. If willing to serve, please let me 
know soon. 

Judge Roy Richardson is Chairman and Judge Edwin Garvin, Vice- 
Chairman of our Committee on Lectures, so we are assured of interesting 
meetings. 

Courtney McGroarty is Chairman of the House Committee, and 
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his committee already has made important recommendations for the im- 
provement of our Law Library. 

Our Committee on Increase of Membership, Louis M. Brass, Chair- 
man, is working toward realization of its objectives. The immediate goal 
is to increase our membership to 2,000. Today’s good resolution for you: 
Introduce one or two new members. 

Our State Legislative Committee, Max Ehrlich, Chairman, will be 
very active, as usual, and will make greater advisory use of certain of 
our committees, such as Banking, Insurance, Real Property and others 
having specialized knowledge with respect to subjects covered by many 
of the bills which will come before the next session of the legislature. 

Owing to limitation of space, I cannot mention our other regular 
continuing committees and their able leadership, which, without fanfare 
or publicity, contribute so greatly to the success of our Association. 

Our Sections: Trials and Appeals, Michael Leiter, Chairman, Sam- 
uel Levitt, Vice-Chairman, Real Estate, same Chairmen as the Real Estate 
Committee, and Surrogate’s Court, Gladys Dorman, Chairman, have im- 
portant plans under way for Section meetings. 

Our first Association meeting this fall will be held on Wednesday 
evening, October 14th, when your officers will be installed by a former 
president of the Association, our new Chief Judge Walter Bruchhausen 
of the Federal Court, Eastern District. Also, we shall present an ap- 
propriate scroll to my predecessor, Frank Verrilli, for his outstanding 
service as president of our Association. Judge George Wildermuth, as 
Chairman, will report for the Judiciary Committee. In addition, we shall 
have the pleasure of hearing from Justice Meier Steinbrink on the sub- 
ject, “Legal Oddities and Humor.” Refreshments in the Trustees’ Room 
on the first floor will follow the meeting. 


26 COURT STREETis where you will find 


COMPLETE BANKING SERVICES 
FOR BUSINESS AND THE INDIVIDUAL 


INDUSTRIAL 


BANK OF COMMERCE 
26 COURT STREET, BROOKLYN, N. Y., MAin 4-6500 


CHARLES J. O'DONNELL, Vice President 
MEMBER FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION 
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Reflections on Gair v. Peck 


—by LOUIS E. SCHWARTZ 


Since our last issue, the Court of Appeals has decided the case of 
Gair v. Peck.* A decision which appears during the hot summer months 
does not receive the same attention which would be accorded it at other 
times. I deem this to be one of the most important decisions on the 
subject of legal fees and the extent of the power of the courts over this 
vital matter. Nevertheless, I find that many lawyers of my acquaintance 
have either not read the case or have misunderstood its import. 


Lawyers in fields other than negligence feel that it affects only those 
specializing in that branch of the law. Many lawyers who do negligence 
work feel that it only applies to lawyers and cases tried in the First 
Department. This is not so. 


In this case two dissenting opinions characterize the prevailing opin- 
ion as an usurpation of the power of the legislature by the courts with 
respect to fixing fees. Surely, this is a matter of interest to the bar as a 
whole. 


Nor does this case mean that only lawyers in the First Department 
are unethical if they charge more than the fees scheduled in Rule IV. 
Implicit in the opinion is the holding that the charging of more than such 
scheduled fees in any part of the State is unconscionable, and that the 
Rule is the same as if it “had simply announced that lawyers would be 
subject to disciplinary action for charging unconscionable fees”. Indeed, 
the prevailing opinion agrees that Rule IV cannot be held valid unless 
“. . . the lawyer is subject to discipline for charging more than he could 
collect in court from his client under law applicable to every part of the 
State. . . .” Evidently, in the view of the judges who wrote the pre- 
vailing opinion, any fee of more than 3344% is and always was un- 
conscionable in every part of the State, and the Appellate Division of the 
First Department is only trying “to prevent the continuance” of an 
“unworthy practice”. 


In the Gair case, lawyers had challenged the power of the Appellate 
Division, First Department, to enact and enforce Rule IV. They had 
been sustained in their contention both at Special Term and by the 
Appellate Division, Third Department. The Court of Appeals, however, 
by a vote of 5 to 2, reversed the lower courts. 


*6 N. Y. 2d 97, 188 N. Y. S. 2d 491. 
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The majority opinion travels this circuitous route: (a) One of the 
plaintiffs alleges that the Court had no power to make the Rule irrespective 
of whether the Rule was good or bad; (b) this is equivalent to recogni- 
tion, for the purpose of the action, that Rule IV was good, necessary, 
desirable, etc.; (c) this also constitutes recognition of the contents of 
the Preamble to the Rule, to wit, that a fee which approaches 50% “‘is 
not a permissible professional relationship or a proper professional prac- 
tice”; (d) a fee which is not in accord with proper professional practice 
has always been unenforceable under the Judiciary Law. Ergo: “The rule 
does not touch lawyers’ fees except such as would be unenforceable in 
any event under section 474 of the Judiciary Law”. 


I simply echo the words of Judge Burke’s dissent in saying that the 
majority based its opinion “upon an assumption which is rebutted by all 
the factual data in the Appellate Division archives”; that the conclusion 
to which the majority came is “sheer sophistry”; and that, “. . . in 
usurping the power not granted to it by the Legislature, the court has 


enacted legislation contrary to the method prescribed by the State Con- 
stitution.” 


In the first place, as Judge Burke points out, the plaintiff’s affidavit 
does not constitute a concession at all. The words of the affidavit and 
their interpretation as set forth in the prevailing opinion follow: 

“One of the plaintiffs’ moving affidavits states: ‘Whether the 

Rule is good or bad, necessary or unnecessary, desirable or undesir- 

able, fair or unfair, responsive or not to the ethical and moral 

standards of the community, serving or damaging to professional and 
public interests, it is our contention that the Appellate Division was 
without power to adopt the Rule and is without power to enforce it.” 

“Plaintiffs have not put in issue and have thus recognized for 
the purposes of the action that the rule is good, necessary, desirable, 
fair, responsive to the ethical and moral standards of the community 
and serving professional and public interests. . . . The issues before 
us have been drawn in this manner by the parties.” 


Judge Burke writes: “This statement is not, in terms, a concession, 
but was offered, as the affidavit states, solely for the purpose of limiting 
the issues in the action.” 


Then again, assuming that one plaintiff (in an action brought to 
declare the rights of the entire legal profession) had indeed made a 
concession, that would seem to be an insufficient basis for such a sweep- 
ing judgment, for the concession, as the dissent points out, is not sup- 
ported, but is contrary to the facts found by the Courts below; contrary 
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to the express findings of the Referee appointed by the Appellants them- 
selves; contrary to the factual data in the Appellant’s own archives; 
contrary to the considered opinions of the many Bar Associations in the 
State who appeared for the Respondents; contrary even to the reports 
of the Committees of that august body, The Association of the Bar of 
the City of New York, which appeared for the Appellants. 

To arrive at their conclusions, the prevailing opinion says, that 
contingent retainers of more than the scheduled fees have always been 
unenforceable, when retainers of as high as 50% have been enforced in the 
very cases which are cited in their opinion. 

Is it not true, as both dissents insist, that the Courts have no power 
to enact a rule contrary to statute and to do so is nothing less than a 
usurpation of power? In the words of Judge Froessel: 


“Whether such usurpation of power is effected by rule or by 
the interpretation and construction of statutes, the result is the same. 
Section 474 and its predecessor have been on the statute books for 
well over a century and, despite efforts to secure an amendment 
thereof, the Legislature has thus far declined to make a change. . 
This does not authorize the courts to usurp its power . . .” 


The evil inherent in this type of rule is set forth by Judge Burke, in 
these words: 

“The power to promulgate the rule necessarily implies the power 
to amend the rule . . . While it does not seem likely that the First 
Department would test the extent of its power to that extreme, it 
can conceivably lower its present recommended schedule of fees to 
such a lower percentage that it would not be economically feasible for 
attorneys to enter into such contingent fee contracts.” 


The thought occurs that this might indeed prove a tempting way to 
clear court calendars of negligence cases. 

Unless and until the Supreme Court of the United States reverses 
this decision, we can but obey. There is, however, a lesson we can learn 
and remember should the subject of rule-making powers come up in con- 
nection with any court reorganization plans. In the light of this decision, 
the Bar should strenuously oppose any extension of the rule-making power 
of the Courts and should strive to have any such powers clearly limited 
to truly procedural matters. When a rule-making body also has the 
supreme authority to interpret its rules, then, by the simple expedient of 
calling substantive rights mere matters of procedure, the rule-makers 
can become the rulers. This would hardly be desirable from the stand- 
point of the public, the lawyers, or even the judiciary itself. 
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Court Street Echoes —by MAXINE K. DUBERSTEIN 


REV. JOSEPH T. TINNELLY, C.M. 


Our respect and admiration and affection for Father Tinnelly dates 
back almost eighteen years. 


Selfishly, we say we were sorry to learn of his elevation from the 
post of the Dean of St. John’s University Law School to that of Superior 
of the Brooklyn House of the Vincentian Fathers and President of 
St. John’s Prep . . . we hope his new duties will not prevent his con- 
tinued valued participation in the activities of this Association and in the 
legal profession. 


BOOK NOTES 


New Trustee of the Brooklyn Supreme Court Law Library, William 
C. Mattison, is quite proud of the facilities on the 3rd floor in the new 
Courthouse, “. . . new stacks, excellent lighting, informal atmosphere, 
probably one of the finest law libraries in the metropolitan area . . . the 
individual stalls are fine for privacy and dreaming of victory.” 


* * 
WEDDING BELLS 

Court Streeter William S. Martin is off the bachelor list—his smiling 
face is good to see as he proudly receives continued congratulations along 
the avenue and in the Courthouse corridor. 


SARTORIAL SPLENDOR ~ . 

It doesn’t do the BBA any harm to have a few candidates for the 
Best-Dressed list . . . have you seen President Lynn Goodnough and 
David F. Cohen wearing those good looking plaid jackets . . . and 
Carl Schlitt sporting those brass buttons. We admired their tailoring 
long enough to forget to ask their golf scores. 


* - 
PINE HOLLOW CC 

The Annual Outing brings larger attendance each year. Chairman 
Louis M. Brass recorded a record turnout. We’re not sure whether it’s 
the golf course or swimming facilities or the entertainment at Dinner 
that does the trick. 
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THE HAPPINESS BOYS 


Of course we mean Ben Raphael and Tom Todarelli . . . They 
became a quartet with the assistance (?) of Louis Brass and Travers 
Devlin. After the spoofing of Lynn “He’s Good Enough For Us”, 
Joseph G. Bauman thought the captive audience was hoping to get revenge 
in Court, while Zeke Nathanson said, “They’re good lawyers.” 


a ” 
PROMOTIONS 


We didn’t get a cigar but 2nd Vice-President Charles J. Dodd, Jr. and 
John Bennett have become members of the firm of Cullen & Dykman. 

We did get a kiss when we bunked into 1st Vice-President Raymond 
Reisler in the lobby of the Waldorf-Astoria just after he’d been elected 
President of Sigma Alpha Mu, international social collegiate fraternity at 
its fiftieth anniversary convention. (Eyebrow raisers note: Harriet and 
Dan were present. ) 


City of North Miami Beach reappointed B.B.A. member Michael A. 


Pelle as City Attorney—unanimously, too—probably the first time the 
City Council had a unanimous decision on anything. 





The following is a suggested form of bequest 


to Tue Brooxtyn Cancer Commrrtes, Inc.: 


I give and bequeath to THz Brooxiyn Cancer 
Commaurrzz, Ino., 189 Montague Street, Brooklyn 
1, New York, the sum of 
dollars to be used for its general purposes. 





12 BROOKLYN BARRISTER 


These observations on the various 
European Courts as seen through 
the eyes of the General Clerk and 
Administrative Director, Supreme 
Court, Kings County, make very in- 
teresting and informative reading. 





Informal Report on Visits to the 
Various European Courts 


—by JAMES V. MANGANO 


In Two Parts—Part ONE 


I—INTRODUCTORY 


Any person, whether judge, lawyer or administrator, who has worked 
closely with the courts and, who appreciates the importance of the ad- 
ministration of justice in society, approaches the study of a foreign sys- 
tem of law with trepidation and with deep feelings of humility. The 
magnitude of the task is obvious even to a first year law student who is 
introduced to the many branches of the substantive law and the law of 
evidence and procedure. 

Within the limitations of a comparatively short European tour it 
seemed clear that the systems of law that could most profitably be exam- 
ined, would be those prevailing in England, France and Italy. The legal 
systems of these three countries would offer an excellent basis for a 
comparative study of the common law and the civil law. The English 
system would offer a study of the common law upon which rests Anglo- 
American jurisprudence while the French and Italian systems would offer, 
in capsule form, the civil law system which stems from the Roman system 
which in turn has served as the foundation of the legal systems of the 
continental countries of Europe, all of the Central and South American 
countries and many other countries of the world. 

Although I was interested in the legal systems that prevail in the 
countries that I visited, I was primarily interested in observing the actual 
administration of justice from an administrative standpoint. Specifically, 
in addition to administrative efficiency, I was interested in ascertaining 
the mental attitudes of the courts, the judges, lawyers and court adminis- 
trators and clerks. 
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II—PLANS AND PREPARATION FOR TOUR 


Preparatory to the formulation of plans for the forthcoming trip, I 
consulted with the Chairman of the Board of Justices and the members 
of the Personnel Committee of the Supreme Court for the County of 
Kings and discussed with them my intended trip and enlisted their aid 
and suggestions so that the trip might also be intellectually profitable and 
rewarding. It was agreed that the countries that I planned to visit con- 
stituted an excellent choice in the light of the limited time available. 
I communicated with the Ministries of Justice of France and Italy and 
the Secretary of State of Great Britain and enlisted their aid in intro- 
ducing me to the administrative officials in their country. I received most 
gracious letters from all of these officers. My reply from the French 
Minister of Justice informed me that upon my arrival in Paris I was 
to meet the Honorable Joseph Rovan, Technical Advisor and Guardian 
of the Seal of Justice of the French Ministry of Justice in Paris. I was 
informed by the Italian Ministry of Justice that upon my arrival in 
Rome I should contact the Honorable Baldassar Bruno Liguori, Secretary 
to the Ministry of Pardons and Justice who would plan my itinerary and 
would make my stay in Rome a profitable one. In London the same 
function would be served by Messrs. Harold and Roberts of the Office 
of the Secretary of State for the Administration of Justice. 


III—FRANCE AND THE FRENCH LEGAL SYSTEM 


Upon my arrival in Paris I met with Mr. Rovan who made it pos- 
sible for me to visit the civil and criminal courts of Paris. Mr. Rovan 
very graciously assigned to me a magistrate who explained the courts and 
the legal system that prevailed in France. 


I visited the civil court on May 20, 1959 and the criminal courts on 
the following day. These courts are situated in the Place de Justice. The 
buildings are most impressive and are truly reminiscent of very important 
and historical periods of French history, both during the reign of famous 
French kings and later the Napoleonic regime. The buildings and all of 
their rooms are magnificently decorated with tapestries and works of art. 
The many marble and other statutes that adorn the rooms and the courts 
are all symbolic of the greatness and the majesty of the law and represent 
the great jurists and monarchs who have played a monumental part in 
the law’s growth and development. One particular room, “The Napoleonic 
Chamber”, where Napoleon III consulted with his eminent legal advisors 
regarding the recodification of the French laws, is by far the most im- 
pressive room I have ever seen by virtue of its remarkable paintings, 
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beautifully hand-carved furniture, and the highly decorated golden painted 
high ceiling. 


I was informed that the courts of France are administered through 
a centralized national office and that fundamentally the laws are based 
upon the Napoleonic Code. All cases are tried before a judge or a panel 
of judges without juries with the exception of very serious criminal cases 
where three judges preside together with nine laymen who serve the 
function of jurors. This panel sits as judge and jury and the verdict is 
arrived at by majority vote. The legal administrative system of France 
also includes the assignment of judges to various circuits. In this system 


the judge may be assigned to any part of France where his services are 
required. 


It is clear that attire and dress is more important in France than 
it is in the United States. All judges preside in black robes although 
some wear red robes with ermine collars to distinguish them from the 
judges in the inferior courts. The matter of attire is also important to 
attorneys and court personnel who are likewise attired in black robes 
with white collars and short white starched ascot ties. 


The French bar is organized in the form of what may be called 
an order or guild system. In order to practice law the French lawyer 
must be a member of the Guild or “Barreau” as it is called. The prac- 
ticing lawyer is called an “avocat”. The guild elects a “battonnier” as its 
head, whose position is roughly that of the President of the Bar Asso- 
ciation in the United States. The avocat must be distinguished from 
the student who is a “licencie en droit”. This simply implies that he is 
a graduate of a school who has received a degree comparable to our 
Bachelor of laws degree. Formerly in order to practice law the licensie 
had to petition the Battonnier of the court or tribunal before which he 
wished to practice. This was recently changed in Paris. In addition 
to this the practitioner must now also be the holder of a certificate which 
bears the name “Certificate of Aptitude for the Profession of Attorney”. 
This certificate is conferred by the faculty of law. He acquires the 
certificate by taking an examination either in his last year of school 
or thereafter. While discussing the members of the Bar in France, I 
must state that while in Paris I observed a great number of lady lawyers. 
I almost got the impression that approximately half of the lawyers that 
I met in Paris were ladies. 


While discussing the legal system with the ‘various judges and 
lawyers that I met, it was obvious that while the common law of England 
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and America was essentially shaped by judges, the civil law of France, 
like the other continental countries of Europe, was built by law pro- 
fessors and teachers. For example, while under the common law system 
it is not only usual but necessary to cite cases decided by judges as 
authority for legal propositions, under the civil law system the more 
usual procedure is first to cite the particular article of the code that 
governs the case, and then to cite a treatise or other work written by 
some professor wherein he discusses the article of the code. 


While in Paris I saw the trial of a civil case, the trial of an important 
criminal case and also a criminal case that did not involve the commission 
of a serious offense. From the criminal cases I obtained the distinct 
impression that after the prosecution presents its case the burden was 
upon the defense to come forward with evidence to rebut the showing 
of guilt that could be inferred from the evidence introduced by the 
prosecution. I was of the same impression in the civil cases, namely, 
that once the plaintiff has made out a prima facie case, the burden shifts 
to the defendant who must thereafter disprove what has been shown 
or affirmatively prove a defense. A most interesting feature which is 
truly foreign to the American lawyer is the fact that in a civil case there 
may also be a criminal charge and that the civil and criminal aspect of 
the case may be tried simultaneously. For example, in a civil negligence 
action the plaintiff may bring criminal charges against the defendant for 
whatever criminal aspect might have been involved in the defendant’s 
conduct. Furthermore, damages may be awarded to the plaintiff not 
only for the civil wrong but also for the criminal negligence or other 
criminal act that might be in question in the action. 


IV—ITALY AND THE ITALIAN LEGAL SYSTEM 


On May 27 I visited the Ministry of Justice in Italy and conferred 
with Dr. Liguori, whose courtesy and willingness to be of assistance could 
not possibly be mistaken. He gave me a most enlightening lecture on 
the Italian legal system and its court procedure. For example, I learned 
that the Italian Code of Civil Procedure of 1942, as revised in 1950, 
is the most recent of all of the western European procedure codifications. 
It largely preserves the basic portion established by the influential French 
Code of Civil Procedure of 1806 but at the same time embodies many 
of the recent improvements that originated in Germany and Austria. 


I also met with other influential and eminent Italian jurists includ- 
ing Dr. Aldo Nesi, the Chief Chancellor of the Ministry of Pardons and 
Justice, as the Italian Department of Justice is formally called. Dr. Nesi 
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introduced me to the Honorable Carmine Bassi with whom I spent part 
of the morning of the 27th at the Palace of Justice. I was also honored 
by the most delightful conversation with Dr. Antonio Gentile, the “Presi- 
dent Justice” of the tribunal of Rome. 


Judge Liguori assigned a young magistrate to me to escort me to the 
various civil and criminal courts. Once again, like the French system, 
most cases in Italy are tried without a jury with the exception of the 
very serious criminal cases. These latter are tried by two judges and 
five laymen who constitute the panel of judge and jury. Once again 
I could not help but to be impressed by the dignity, decorum and 
formality that prevailed in the Italian courts. Italy, like France, has 
a unitary form of government. Consequently all courts are part of a 
national system with Rome as its headquarters and all judges receive 
their commission from Rome, regardless of the site of their court. The 
American judge travelling in Europe, I feel confident, would be most 
impressed (although I presume not favorably) by the fact that judges 
in the continental countries are appointed after a competitive examination. 
Hence all of those who aspire to judicial office simply take the appropriate 
test. They are likewise promoted to higher judicial office by passing the 
appropriate examination. My own impression of the system that was 
described to me was that the American system is much more democratic 
insofar as the people here in America, by and large, have the privilege 
of voting for their judges. I also thought that it was strange that, in 
spite of the great dignity and solemnity of the judicial system on the 
continent of Europe, the judges seem to be relegated to the status of 


civil service employees when it came to the question of appointment and 
promotion. 


V—GENERAL STRUCTURE OF THE CIVIL LAW SYSTEM 


The basic structure of the courts in a typical civil law country may 
be roughly described as follows: A single judge of an inferior court 
usually has jurisdiction over civil and criminal cases of a relatively minor 
nature. He would also have jurisdiction over matters where time is 
deemed of the essence such as actions for eviction and suits for alimony. 
All other cases have to be instituted before a court of general jurisdiction, 
which has different names in different countries, which is always the 
court of the first instance in the more important civil and criminal cases. 
This court in addition to this original jurisdiction invariably also has 
‘jurisdiction of hearing appeals from other inferior courts. This court is 
generally divided into panels called “chambers”. For example, there are 
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civil chambers and criminal chambers. A chamber sitting in a given 
case consists of one presiding judge and several (usually 2) associate 
judges, all of whom are career judges. In civil cases there is no jury 
or other laymen participating in the work of the court. An important 
distinction between the civil law and common law system lies in the fact 
that administrative law cases in the civil law system are heard by admin- 
istrative courts, that is, administrative tribunals, and not by the ordinary 
courts. It is also interesting to note that much of the work in the Euro- 
pean courts is done by tribunals such as “administrative” courts, labor 
courts, commercial courts and other specialized courts. 


Appeals from the decisions of courts of first instance are heard by 
an appellate court and further appeals may be carried to a court of last 
resort. These appeal courts also sit in panels consisting of one presiding 
judge and an even number (usually more than two) of associate judges. 
(In a few civil law countries, such as Switzerland, are found judges 
elected by the people. This is not the usual procedure since, as stated 
previously, the typical appointment involves competitive examinations. ) 


A matter of great concern to all American lawyers is the question 
of fees. In the civil law system there is no uniformity concerning fees. 
In France the fees of “avoues” and notaries are regulated by official tariffs, 
that is, for these inferior professional persons the amount that they may 
charge for their services is regulated by statute. The “avocat” on the 
other hand, who is the attorney in the English sense of the word, receives 
an honorarium traditionally regarded as a voluntary and spontaneous 
token of the client’s gratitude. In more recent years it has become rec- 
ognized that the “avocat” has a right to the honorarium, the amount of 
which, unless fixed by agreement, is determined in accordance with the 
rule, known in American law as quantum meruit. This is a right that 
the French courts enforce. However, the “avocat” is deemed to have 
acted unethically and subjects himself to disciplinary action if he sues for 
his honorarium. In order to avoid this problem he invariably protects 
his right by asking for his honorarium in advance. 


It is interesting to note that contingent fees in tort actions are 
specifically oulawed by statute in France and in other cases a contingent 
fee may be outlawed by principles of ethics and custom. 


(To be continued in the next issue) 
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Advance Sheet Quiz _4, x. rreperick Gross 


1. Is notary liable for damages to beneficiary of will, notary having 
prepared decedent’s will, but failed to have it properly executed? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


2. Is employer liable for death of employee who attended employer’s 
Christmas party and died as result of engaging in contest with another 
employee as to who could drink the other “under the table”? 

Yes ( ) No ( ) 


3. Is due process denied by imposing death sentence for kidnapping 
upon one previously given life sentence for murder of kidnap victim? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


4. Does gift in will “to grandnephew” the sum “to be held in trust 
by his father until he reaches 21”, create a valid trust? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


5. Are executors entitled to commissions on legacy giving 1000 
shares of Bethlehem Steel stock, testator holding 9200 shares at death? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


6. Is father, serving felony sentence, entitled to notice of proceeding 
to adopt his child? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


7. Does purchase of life policy by testator in favor of after born 
child exclude the child from sharing in estate of testator? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


8. Does state statute requiring certain type mudguard on trucks 
in interstate commerce, violate the commerce clause? 


Yes ( ) No ( ) 


9. May person, incarcerated in state prison for a term of years, 
prosecute a claim against the State? Yes ( ) No ( ) 


10. Is State, under escheat law, entitled to receive cash value from 
trading stamp company, of all stamps not redeemed by holders? 
Yes ( ) No ( ) 


(Answers at page 23) 
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Panorama of Legal Publications 


—by THEODORE PEARLE, Editor 
ATOMIC LAW 


A Veritable Pandora’s Box of legal problems is the natural con- 
comitant of the increasing widespread use of atomic energy by private 
industry and governmental agencies. For a better understanding of 
the basic problems involved, we recommend a perusal of “Problems of 
Tort Liability Arising from Nuclear Reactions”, by William L. White, 
Jr., member of the Editorial Board, University of Cincinnati Law Re- 
view in “Atomic Energy Law Journal”, Vol. 1, No. 2 (Spring 1959), 
pp. 164-174. 


So difficult, complex and far-reaching may be the legal consequences 
of an atomic incident, in the opinion of the writer, that the practicing 
attorney may well find many of these cases beyond his comprehension, 
e.g., the causal relaion between atomic explosion and damage sustained 
months or years later in geographic locations far distant from the scene 
of the occurrence. 


Among the interesting phases explored by the author are the nature 
of exposure to nuclear activity, the effect of statutes of limitations, jury 
trials and verdicts for somatic damage. Mr. White concludes with some 
significant suggestions including his recommendation that in lieu of 
the court as the proper forum to deal with these problems, a federal 
compensation board or agency be established, patterned along the lines 
of state workmen’s compensation boards; the details to be filled in by 
those “skilled in law, medicine, science and government.” 


* * * 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 


Is it true that only recently has our Supreme Court assumed to 
change the construction of the Constitution to meet new condition?. Does 
the so-called “sociological approach” spell the end of constitutional gov- 
ernment? A resounding negative answer is given to both of these ques- 
tions by Walter F. Murphy, Assistant Professor of Politics at Princeton 
University in his brief, pithy article entitled: “The Constitution: Inter- 
pretation and Intent”, in the “American Bar Association Journal”, June, 


1959, Vol. 45, No. 6, pp. 592-595. 
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Appreciative of the fact that public policy is necessarily involved 
in the decisional law of the Supreme Court—the highest law court in 
the land as well as the third branch of our federal government—Professor 
Murphy rapidly reviews some salient, sociological concepts starting with 
Chief Justice Marshall. Recognizing the historical importance of the 
Founding Fathers’ early contributions, the author, nevertheless, attacks 
the “intent” search school because of the grave dangers lurking in the 
unacceptable and unworkable system of law involved in what he terms 
“backward crystal ball gazing.” To him the basic concept remains not 
whether the Court uses the sociological approach but how wisely it is 
employed. 


In passing, the author stresses an important function of the Bar, 
namely, to point out the errors of the high Court in its handling of public 
law and public policy, but, says he, “it obfuscates rather than clarifies 
judicial alternatives to assert that this or that approach is the cause of 
error.” 


DISBARMENTS 


Seldom, if ever, do disciplinary proceedings per se constitute a 
pleasant topic for discussion among lawyers. However, when an ap- 
propriate article in this field comes from the pen of a recognized authority 
and suggests a possible solution, we offer it to our readers for their 
consideration. We refer to a timely treatment of the subject by Reginald 
Heber Smith in the “American Bar Association Journal”, Vol. 45, No. 7 
(July 1959), pp. 689-691, entitled: “Disbarments and Disciplinary 
Action: The Record for Three Years.” 


Included in this brief essay are several tables of significant statistics 
covering nation-wide disciplinary action in the legal profession (1955- 
1958) compiled from the Martin-Hubbell Inc. “Fourth Annual Report 
to the American Bar Association of Disbarments, Suspensions, Resigna- 
tions and Reinstatements.” From the reports on which these recent 
figures are based, Mr. Smith makes this important observation: “Already 
there is enough actuarial experience to enable any state bar association 
to set up a client’s Security Fund and to permit any insurance company 
to calculate the premium charge on fidelity insurance covering all the 
lawyers in any jurisdiction.” 


Following his demonstration of the solution of the defalcating 
lawyer’s problem in France under the “batonnier” system providing for 
use of trust funds in such cases, the author reminds his American readers 
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HELP WANTED BY BUSY ATTORNEY—Intelligent, 
efficient, conscientious assistant . . . fully experienced in 
all phases of estate administration . . . to take on work 
ranging from investment advice to handling clerical details. 


Long hours, little pay. 


Of course you wouldn’t run an ad like this— 
or expect a reply if you did. 


But—if estate administration is taking too 
much of your time, and raising your operat- 
ing costs—you can get the help you need at 
Kings County Trust Company! In this and 
many other trust services, our facilities are 
always available to you. Why not stop in 


soon and let us give you full details? 








KINGS COUNTY 
TRUST COMPANY 


Established 1889 
FULTON STREET at the corner of COURT SQUARE 
in the Heart of the Civic Center, Brooklyn 
Member Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
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that “no bar association in our country considers that it has any similar 
obligation to its individual members.” 


NATURAL LAW 


A scholarly appraisal of some important contributions to modern 
jurisprudence by the late Judge Jerome N. Frank is presented by 
Brendan F. Brown, Professor of Law, Loyola University under the title: 
“Jerome Frank and the Natural Law” in “The Catholic Lawyer”, Vol. 5, 
No. 2, pp. 133-142. Intended as an “In Memorium”’, this literary effort is 
more than a mere eulogy of the renowned jurist—it is a critical evalua- 
tion of the part played by Judge Frank “in making the doctrine of ob- 
jective natural law better understood” as a satisfying solution of perplex- 
ing problems in the administration of justice. 


Specific references are made to the writings of the late jurist, notably 
“Law and the Modern Mind”, “Fate and Freedom”, “If Men Were 
Angels” and “Courts on Trial.” Conceding the fact that in his legal 
contributions, Judge Frank did not fully accept the Thomistic concept 
of natural law, nevertheless, as Professor Brown indicates, the natural 
law doctrine did exert a significant influence on the jurist’s thinking— 
an influence which appears in the later writings of Judge Frank as open 
admiration of the works of St. Thomas Aquinas, written some seven 
hundred years prior thereto, and revealing a recognition of the “psycho- 


logical, biological, realistic and subjective aspects of the administration of 
justice.” 


Answers to Advance Sheet Quiz 


1. YES—320 P. 2d 16 6. NO —189 N.Y.S. 2d 870 
2. NO —189 N.Y.S. 2d 353 7. YES—189 N.Y.S. 2d 306 
3. NO —3 L. ed. 2d 516 8. YES—3 L. ed. 2d 1003 
4. NO —189 N.Y.S. 2d 495 9. NO —188 N.Y.S. 2d 683 
5. YES—189 N.Y.S. 2d 415 10. NO —153 A. 2d 691 
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Important Changes in Surrogate’s Law 
—by GLADYS M. DORMAN 


While the public thinks that attorneys have ten weeks off during 
the summer, we in the profession know that the only advantage for us 
is that sometimes we get a chance to read the new laws and decisions. 
There have been a number of important changes that I would like to 
call to the attention of the bar generally. 


Section 249n of the Tax Law has been amended and affects the 
estate of persons dying after April 1, 1959. The new tax rates are as 
follows: 

2% on first $ 50,000 of net estate 

3% on next $100,000 

4% on next $150,000 

5% on next $200,000 

6% on next $200,000 and gradually increases until it 
reaches 20% on amounts between $9,100,000 and 
$10,100,000. Over that amount, the tax is 21%. 


Section 83 of the Decedent Estate Law has been amended so that if 
the decedent, who died after July 1, 1959, is survived by a spouse and 
there is only one child and no representatives of a predeceased child, the 
surviving spouse receives one-half of the estate instead of one-third. 
This does not apply to the right of election under Section 18 of the 
Decedent Estate Law. 

In 1958, the Legislature changed the law against perpetuities from 
“two lives in being” to “lives in being.” However, there were several 
loose ends which had to be corrected and all intervivos trusts created 
after September 1, 1959 and all estates of persons dying after September 
1, 1959 will be affected by these amendments. 


Section 61 of the Real Property Law and Section 16 of the Personal 
Property Law permit accumulations of income within the time allowed 
for the vesting of future estates. It will now be possible to have a short- 
term trust to accumulate income for an adult. 


Section 62 of the Personal Property Law has been amended so that 
a beneficiary for whom an accumulation has been set up, his guardian or 
his committee, may apply for funds when he is destitute or for education. 
Previously, only his guardian could make the application. 


Sections 178 and 179 of the Real Property Law permit the donee 
of power of appointment created before September 1, 1958 and who 
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exercises it after that date to get the benefit of the expanded rule against 
perpetuities but the lives must have been “in being” at the time of the 
creation of the power. 


Sections 43, 45, and 46 of the Real Property Law have been amended, 
effective September 1, 1959, so that successive life estates are brought 
into the new rule against perpetuities, 

I would like to call your attention to the fact that in 1958 Congress 
passed a new law officially entitled “Technical Amendments Act of 1958” 
and “Small Business Tax Revision Act of 1958.” While this article can- 
not be a detailed explanation of the ramifications of these two acts, your 
attention is directed to them. 


Section 6166 of the Internal Revenue Code permits payments in 
annual installments of not more than ten years of that portion of the 
estate tax attributable to decedent’s interest in a “closely held business.” 
This alleviates the pressure to liquidate a family business to pay the estate 
tax. However, there are many restrictions in order to qualify for this 
special tax treatment. 

There are many other statutory changes and decisions which will be 
discussed at the Surrogate’s Section in the near future. 


EXPERT REPORTING SERVICE 


FOR THE BAR 


ZIMMER REPORTING SERVICE 
Certified Shorthand Reporters 
154 NASSAU STREET NEW YORK 38, N. Y. 
BArclay 7-5952 
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Book Notes —ALFRED J. RANIERI, Editor 


BEHIND THE JUDICIAL CURTAIN, by Clarence G. Galston, 151 
pages. Barrington House. 


This reviewer was inclined originally to categorize this work as ‘a 
charming little book of reminiscences’ but upon reflection this writer feels 
that such a description would be incorrect and grossly unjust. Not that 
Judge Galston of the United States District Court for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of New York has not written a charming book; it is that, and 
more than that it is a solid and most worthy contribution to American 
literature. 


Judge Galston’s career from mathematics instructor at the City Col- 
lege of the City of New York, as an eminent practitioner of Patent Law 
and as a District Judge has been long and distinguished and in this book 
he relates his many rich and varied experiences at Bar and Bench with 
simplicity, lucidity and objectivity. Yet, withal, the reader will easily 
discern that the author is a warm, intelligent and understanding human 
being. 


There are eight chapters in this book in which we are given the 
Judge’s views on our Jury system and an explanation of the structure 
and jurisdiction of the Federal Court System. He relates to us the 
functions of the Grand Jury and gives us the facts concerning many of 
the famous or infamous, if you will, criminal trials at which he presided. 
The author also does the same for the many noted Civil cases over 
which he presided. The chapter on Admiralty actions is informative and 
interesting. 


The author in the chapter on Naturalization unfolds for us a page 
of his experiences which can not but make any American proud. The 
sentiments expressed therein by some of our new citizens should be 
required reading for those among us fortunate enough to have been born 
in this Country. The last two chapters deal with Judge Galston’s work 
on the Judicial Conference Committee of the Supreme Court relative to 
the revising of the Federal Judicial Code and with his fond recollections 
of his assignments over in the Southern District. Pages 141 to 151 con- 
tain two of the Judges charges, which to those trained in the Law, will 
be a joy to read. Pages 153 to 157 contain the index which is indeed 
useful. There are by way of illustration six excellent photographs of the 
Judge and his family inserted in the book. 
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The anecdotes concerning the great and the near great contained in 
this book, I am sure will be viewed by the contemporary historian as little 


veins of gold. Space prevents further comment on this aspect of Judge 
Galston’s work. 


The reviewer feels that the Judge indeed has performed another 
outstanding service to our Country by publishing these memoirs. It is 
unreservedly recommended for lawyer, historian and layman; for every 
American. 


Reviewed by Joun W. GREENLAY. 


FISCH ON NEW YORK EVIDENCE, by Edith L. Fisch, Pomona, 
New York. Lond Publications, 1959, Pp. xxiv, 678. $15.00. 


This one volume work on New York evidence furnishes the legal 
profession with a comprehensive yet compact and authoritative treatise 
which provides not only a detailed and accurate statement of the evidence 
law of this jurisdiction but also rich historical material and recommenda- 
tions for reform, thereby supplying a long felt need. 


Its conciseness and carefully structured organization, implemented 
by an extensive index and table of contents leads to extreme ease in 
locating the law. The documentation is impressive, a prodigious number 
of New York cases being cited as well as Federal decisions in areas where 
constitutional factors are of significance, such as confessions, wiretapping 
and the self incrimination privilege. References are made to other arti- 
cles and evidence texts and leads to the relevant sections of Wigmore 
are included in every chapter. Thoroughly lawyerlike in approach, the 
style is clear and highly readable, and while at all times legalistic, the 
author has succeeded in avoiding the rambling commentary and manu- 
factured terminology usually found in textual treatments of this subject. 


The careful scholarship and extensive research which this book re- 
veals are fully correlated to the needs of the practicing lawyer. Covering 
both civil and criminal evidence, the book is divided into eight Titles: 
Introductory Principles, Writings, Real Proof, Relevancy, The Witness, 
Privileges, Hearsay and a final Title comprising Judicial Notice, Burden 
of Proof and Presumptions. All of these titles contain stimulating criti- 
cal evaluations along with suggestions for changes that the author be- 
lieves are required in order to better discover truth—which she conceives 
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to be the function of the law of evidence. Dr. Fisch suggests, for exam- 
ple, that the opinion rule be abolished and that, in the discretion of the 
court, a lay witness be permitted to present testimony in the form of 
opinion provided that the facts upon which the opinion is based have 
been personally observed by the witness. The elimination of the Dead 
Man’s Statute is also urged on the theory that it leads to endless litiga- 
tion and results in false decisions arising from the suppression of in- 
formation while affording only limited protection against unjust claims. 
The physician-patient privilege is also condemned on the ground that 
in actuality it is “utilized as a tactical manoeuvre, and is seldom invoked 
for any purpose other than to suppress facts that are injurious to the 
legal position of the person who seeks its protection. Rarely is it used 
to guard a secret.” In regard to hearsay the author would have the 
practice in the trial courts more closely approximate that of administrative 
tribunals where hearsay is generally admitted and the tribunal given the 
task of its evaluation. 


One of the best treatments of the evidence law of a particular juris- 
diction encompassed in single volume form, this book will be of use not 
only to the law student and teacher, but will be extremely valuable to the 
practitioner and judge. In time it will doubtless come to be regarded 
as a necessary tool in the working equipment of every court and law 
office in this state. 

Reviewed by Maxine K. DuBERSTEIN. 


Job Opportunities for Young Attorneys in Various 
Departments of the Federal Government 
The American Law Student Association has published a 50-page 


pamphlet describing job opportunities for young attorneys in the various 
departments of the Federal Government. 


Copies may be obtained from the Association at 1155 E. 60th Street, 
Chicago 37, Illinois. The cost is twenty-five cents. Thirty-three gov- 
ernment departments are covered by the pamphlet. 
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COMMITTEE ON MEMORIALS 


LOUIS PRASHKER died on January 21, 1959 at his home 
505 Argyle Road, Brooklyn, at the age of 67. He was born in Poland 
and came to this country at the age of four. 


After attending Townsend Harris High School he continued his 
education at City College. Following his graduation in 1913 he under- 
took the study of law at New York University Law School and received 
his degree of Doctor of Jurisprudence in 1917. Professor Prashker was 


admitted to the Bar by the Appellate Division, First Department in 
April, 1918. 


During World War I he served in France, doing intelligence work 
and teaching law at the American Expeditionary Force Law School at 
Beame. He was also associated with the work of the Peace Commission. 
Upon his discharge from military service he entered the private practice 
of law and remained in practice until he joined the St. Johns Law School 
faculty in 1925. 


Professor Prashker was elected to membership in the Association in 
May, 1944, and was a member of the Committee on Legal Education from 
1948-49 until his death. He was also a member of the Association of 


the Bar of the City of New York and the New York State Bar Asso- 
ciation. 


For more than twenty years he served as a research consultant for 
various legislative and administrative bodies. During this time he was 
associated with the New York Law Revision Commission, the New York 
Judicial Council, the New York State Judicial Conference, and the Con- 
stitution Convention. He was also the consultant to the Joint Legislative 
Committee for the Revision of Corporation Laws, and the Committee for 
Revision of the State Constitution, a post he held at the time of his death. 
Professor Prashker frequently wrote for legal periodicals and was the 
author of “Prashker on New York Practice”, “Cases and Materials on 
New York Practice” and “Cases and Materials on Corporations”. His 
wife, Mrs. Sarah Solomon Prashker, also a lawyer, collaborated with him 
in his writings. 


Besides his wife he leaves a son Herbert, a daughter Mrs. Lawrence 
Ebb, four grandchildren and three brothers, Morris, Jacob L. and 
Roman Prashker. 


Professor Prashker was regarded by the members of his profession 
as an eminent lawyer, scholar, teacher and writer; his scholarship, erudi- 
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tion and perceptiveness as a teacher were an inspiration to many students 

and his wisdom and tireless energy contributed much to the formulation 

of remedial legislation and aided in the work of legislative committees. 
Respectfully submitted, 


Puitiep SCHARF, 
Chairman on Memorials. 


COMMITTEE ON GRIEVANCES—ANNUAL REPORT 
To THE BoARD oF TRUSTEES OF THE BROOKLYN Bar ASSOCIATION : 


The Committee on Grievances reports its proceedings beginning 
June 1, 1958 to May 31, 1959 as follows: 


Pantene June 4, 1956. ..9 vines os viwicien e000 2 35 
New complaints including five applications for 
a EP PP rr Ty Pret Teer e 70 


MPS, 1B Tide CERES Lk Sere biccnedécckccuk ces 105 


Disposed of as follows: 


OP eT PPTL TEEPE EEL 4 
Withdrawn by complainant ................ 15 
Admonition by Committee ..............-5. 3 
No present action by Committee ............ 6 
OMRS CRINGE oo a. 5'0.0:554 0.0,.5.010 010.005 o00'¥oe 3 
Voted to present charges ............0e000. 1 
UN ne Rtn tna nne cpbinasieo gen? ahh ome 39 
Applications for reinstatement reported on to 
rey a ee ee 2 


TO EERE ee ene ae 105 


The work of the Committee is as up to date as such work can be and 
the members of the Committee are to be complimented on their faithful 
performance of their duties despite the many demands made upon them. 


Respectfully submitted, 


MortTIMER BRENNER, 
Chairman. 
June 2, 1959. 
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New Members 


The Committee on Admissions of which Mr. John Schmid is Chair- 
man has approved the following applications for membership: 


Active: 


William F, Cahill, 96 Schermerhorn Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Isidore Feinstein, 26 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Jacob Goldzweig, 44 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Philip Held, 152 W. 42nd Street, New York 36, N. Y. 

Harry G. Hill, 177 Montague Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Edward J. Pacelli, 15 Park Row, New York 11, N. Y. 

Irwin H. Pantell, 44 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Joseph G. Telchin, 152 W. 42nd Street, New York 36, N. Y. 


Active IT: 
Leonard Conticello, 1411 Bath Avenue, Brooklyn 28, N. Y. 


Junior: 


Aldo E. Alleva, 282 Avenue U, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Julius H. Browner, 2103 Glenwood Rd., Brooklyn 10, N. Y. 
James J. Cashmore, Jr., Municipal Bldg., New York, N. Y. 
Frances DeValpine, 71 Pineapple Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 
Arthur Karduna, 16 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Marco Longo, 32 Broadway, New York 38, N. Y. 

Gene S. Pisapia, 1822 W. 11th Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Malcolm Rosenberg, 1112 DeKalb Avenue, Brooklyn 21, N. Y. 
William Spanakos, 316 Flatbush Avenue, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 


The Committee on Admissions of which Mr. John H. Schmid is 
Chairman has received the following applications for membership pub- 
lished pursuant to Art. II, Sec. 2, of the By-Laws: 


Active: 


Edward J. Pacelli, 15 Park Row, New York 11, N. Y. 
Joseph H. Sacoder, 1119 Kings Highway, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
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Junior: 


Michael F. Fasanaro, Jr., 98 79th Street, Brooklyn 9, N. Y. 

Robert S. Feigen, 16 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Harold Fraikorn, 26 Court Street, Brooklyn 1, N. Y. 

Lawrence M. Greebel, 116 Nassau Street, New York 38, N. Y. 
Joseph W. Hughes, 3602 Avenue M, Brooklyn 34, N. Y. 

Michael A. Petrozzo, 9224 Fort Hamilton Pkwy., Brooklyn 9, N. Y. 
Bernard N. Rosenberg, 795 Eastern Parkway, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Robert T. Rowe, 131 Tehama Street, Brooklyn 18, N. Y. 

Gary M. Shapiro, 261 Broadway, New York 38, N. Y. 
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DIME 


SAVINGS BANK OF BROOKLYN 


DOWNTOWN. ............-- Fulton Street and DeKalb Ave, 
BENSONHURST............... 86th Street ond 19th Avenue 

Ave. J and Coney Island Ave. 
CONEY ISLAND............. Mermaid Ave. and W. 17th St, 
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Speaking of Assets 


The Asset we value most highly is our friendly 
relationship with the legal profession—its confi- 
dence in our judgment, experience and solidity. 

Our material assets are practical reinsurance 
of that confidence along with our reputation for 
promptness in disposition or defense of claims 
adverse to the title as insured. 


THE 
TITLE GUARANTEE 


COMPANY 


CHARTERED IN NEW YORK STATE IN 1883 


KINGS 186 REMSEN STREET, WOrth 4-1000 


TITLE INSURANCE THROUGHOUT NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY, CONNECTICUT, 
MASSACHUSETTS, MAINE, NEW HAMPSHIRE, VERMONT AND GEORGIA. 


and other states through qualified insurers 





“ll discuss 
this with 
Home Title..:’ 
C2 
te 


= 
= 
". 


= 
x xs 


“<.. 


A regular working relationship between an attorney 
and Home Title counsel can simplify title problems 


Home Title insures titles in New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut. It is also 
qualified to issue policies in eighteen additional states and Puerto Rico and has facilities 
to provide title insurance in other parts of the United States and Canada. 


51 WitLoucusy Street, Broox.yn 1, N. Y. 
Telephone: TRiangle 5-4800 








